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Abstract

In order to reveal the effects of different elevations on photosynthesis of Pinus koraiensis, we se-
lected samples at different elevations (low elevation and high elevation) in Fenglin National Na-
ture Reserve of Heilongjiang Province, and used a photosynthesis analyzer (LI-6400) to measure
the basic photosynthetic parameters and light response curves (from June to September). The re-
sults showed that during the growing season from June to September, the net photosynthetic rate
and the maximum net photosynthetic rate of Pinus koraiensis at high altitude were higher than
those at low altitude, and the differences were not significant. The light compensation point and
light saturation point increased with the increase of altitude. In the case of no significant change in
AQY, RD of Pinus koraiensis at high elevation was lower than that at low elevation except in June.
The change of altitude had obvious effect on the photosynthetic characteristics of Pinus koraiensis.
The photosynthetic capacity of Pinus koraiensis at high elevation is better than that at low eleva-
tion.
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1. 51§

FAE R AE KRB MR, RRYIaA A7 ) i E B AT B FRbR[1] [2]. AFRYE AR aE
NIRRT, HE AR T 2R N A R R e sh, 5. A KN AL R T3 UIAH 9C[3] [4]
[5]. WP G ERFIE R S B R T A A K 5 K B [ B B (6]

S AE AT DA BRAE 0 PR B3 S, T v AR B T DA S Bl R BE IRl I 2R 6 84k, BB AR AR
FERIRAE, JelEL R, KA. IR T RO AR AR 7], W KRR DA A AR
WS AR I T M BEAIS, Jtoi. SRAMEER SN B ek 1) THE TG n[8]. 44 A8 A X P15 IR -1~ 52 i)
REFTHEYDCE R SRR EFLOI AR, BEEBKNT &, HRBRRIPCEER. BEFR
TR AME S LT eSS BRI . BB 10 TE T 4 MR IX STt SRR, 4558 800
m>1110m>420m > 300 m, EfiX 4 X, Sl s s ) wir & 14k v 800~1110 m. A% 1A
R R X () BRI G I TR G R S N[ 11] [12], T4 25 A RO AL, AR R
R BT, BRI 13% S, mil b X ORI 500 R ASUR SR AR &1 T A 1A
KRE , s 6 A 1R F[13] [14]. X 2 BT mif ik IR SR Y SR A e R B T BRI
SO TRE[15]. LTI, R AR HE Y s A R B3 R . I, WF RASE R
XA S E O I RRIE S, R AR, SHRANF S SR ESE N
YRR EEE .

ZL#4 (Pinus koraiensis) fE4E & ARALRMAES RGufae 7R B EZAEA, R IRIE R Hb A VE TR &

DOI: 10.12677/br.2021.103051 380 )5


https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2021.103051
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

LHES

48

NGB I ZLRA MR AR S5 R [16] [17]0 ASHIEFE LARRIETT A SEARE S B AR ORI IX ZLRR NI SR R 55t
AR (IR iR RE BT RA (R & S JO OGN R EAT I RE 70 r s A & 5 P A BE R T 2L A0
AR A IE R VEZE 5, $R7n AN IR R B LA Y B R PRI 2, DU AR B X 20 R R 8 i B 32
HRESE,

2. MRER=E
2.1, RIEHEER

R AE B VLA A E K JERGEP X (E128°58'~129°15", N48°02'~48°12") HEAT, 47 [X i TH X
18,165.4 hm?, HrpiZ.0 XS TEIAN 4165 hm?, 22k X B EAN 3812 hm?, 56 X A 10,188.4 hm?, HfF 7T
X NS5 & A KR R ZE AR S A R s, PR N-05C, - FI4PEKE 640.5 mm, =S AHH
YR EER 73%, A KM% 100~110 Ko F35 3 TR K H (ERE T Z0RAAR T Bty P 1458 - SRR bk £,
WL ERE, FAKMERE, B, ZXEEK A LEY X RN G X, b PR A il
WEI VR AZ AR, S ] E AT PR AT S TE R S B ) BR AR LA MR X o ARIF S HOAS ) v A v B 1A 6
O B NARHE SRR MR i R s, B L35 1o AEREANEIRE N B 3 N E AR, AN 20 m x
30m, FEREANH AN BENLIE DRI AR, KAFEAR B 3 Pk,

Table 1. Summary of sample plot

% 1. HEHbEER
biaEd WM 40| 7 Zh
itk 360 3] 129°12'23.50" 48°06'56.11"
R 547 3] 129°04'39.13" 48°07'30.07"
22. HIRF*

221 XASHBINE

T 2018 4 6~9 A HEH o A) I BT 2 1 _E4-(8:00~11:30)K A 2 [ lico 28 7] 427 1 1i-6400 Y 41X
BT A ZEIME, BT REETSAEENE, RRFFNER—8E, B 47 s kil e,
TR E 3 RAAS, HCOPIME. WERt, et 25°C, CO,¥E N 400 umol/mol, ¥ /E4 60%, &
FE A58 4 1500 pmol-m2s7t, Wl E VG A R (P, pmol-m s, LS (G, mol-m2sY); 2B (T,
mmol-m2s); el CO, ¥ (Ci, pmol/mol ™). K7 FH 2 (WUE) = Po/T,o

2.2.2. FeMa R ghk AR E

18 1i-6400 Y6 A4 LED Y, M EMK B BB A 2000 pmol-m s, 1800 pmol-m s, 1500
umol-m2s7, 1200 umol-m%s %, 1000 pmol-m2s™. 800 umol-m s, 600 umol-m s %, 400 umol-m %s*,
200 pmol-m s, 150 pmol-m2s7*, 100 pmol-m2s %, 50 umol-m2s™, 25 umol-m %s* 1 0 pmol-m2s7?,
PeE MBS IR A 25°C, CO, WA 400 pmol/mol, ¥iiE A 500 pmol/s. 8313 G HEE(P,)-

2.2.3. BiENH
K F Excel 2019 F1 SPSS 20.0 3 A4 X6 £ 4341 o ASHIF 785/ M )57 pHh 28 48 FH B A XU R 2645 IE AR Y 11 [ 18]
[19].
N L s = 1-Al -
FhEHEE (p,) a1+}/|| Ry 1)
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R, Py EEEEZE, AN a A = 0 IR fh 2R RIA AR BN WA B T80, BB
ERBG y = alPomac: Prmex ABKIFHA TR . AR 2 2UAT AR HARRL W & 1 BCR(AQY) I RFI i
HK(Ry)s B AIFIEETE R (Pomax) s YL (LSP) St 5 (LCP)&E484R[20] [21] [22].

3. BERE S
3.1 RESHERMHE

311 FESHROMAESHERMELER

ARG E S EARPR I 1o RN SR ZLRA TR P £E 6~9 A 258 BTG FIE#E
B ERAN P 1E 6~9 Al TARHR A K 4.80%. 2.99%. 5.33%. 4.46%, ERHIAEE; £
6~9 MR HEREE L C MR B2y ) i T g kA 5.63%. 8.26%. 46.43%. 30.20%. 8. 9 J iy 7 i 3,
IR AN SR LT RA I T 75 6~9 A 20k EAE FRra%s, 7 AmmEERRE, KR
FEHD S T iR 97.03%, 6. 8. 9 HMrmif R e & TR, ZR AR, KRN SR
(1] G £ 6~9 A3 RIS EFE TREMES, 2RI R, IRIBHRM SR ZIRA K WUE 7 A4
ZAWEE, wE TR 90.85%, 6. 8. 9 HMMKiGIkms TRk, ERAEE
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Figure 1. Comparison of photosynthetic parameters of Pinus koraiensis at different elevations. Notes: Uppercase letters in
the data label indicate differences at the 0.01 level, and lowercase letters indicate differences at the 0.05 level

El 1 TEIBRAMAESHLE. E: FRXEFRRRE 001 k¥ EMESR, FRNEFRFRRTE 0.05 kF L
HER
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MR AR IR LLIARDCE S BT T Z 0, TZEGR K 2, SRR CERRE
%" Pn\ Tr\ Gs‘ WUE i@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ:, Kﬁﬁ'ﬁj\él*ﬁ Pn\ Ci\ Tr\ Gsw%fﬂﬁ*&ﬁgiﬁﬁ’ é%%'ﬁﬁ;ﬁ
ARV Sinee S GIEALNTE

Table 2. Analysis of variance of photosynthetic parameters of Pinus koraiensis at different elevations

® 2. FRIBRAMA LRI ES

SKVR HESH SR df oyl F B
Pn 0.186 1 0.186 0.452 0.505
Ci 9811.00 1 9811.00 9.629™ 0.00
NGibiE T 0.03 1 0.03 1.553 0.22
G; 0 1 0 0.071 0.791
WUE 6.684 1 6.684 1.291 0.263
Pn 14.69 3 4,897 127.744™ 0
Ci 38,504.01 3 12,834.67 6.968™ 0.00
R T 0.27 3 0.09 7.173" 0.00
Gs 0.05 3 0.00 11.377 0.00
WUE 17.287 3 5.762 1.115 0.356

FE: THE 0.01 KPR 2SR, E 0.05 KPR B %

3.12. XESHEXMES R
MRHFR A S IR A A SEIM LR R WL 3. 4iREW, P 5 T Gy ZMEFEMIEMR, C;
5T BF0HK, T,5 G BFIEMK, 5 WUE BARREFAL.

Table 3. Correlation analysis of photosynthetic parameters of Pinus koraiensis

® 3. A ESHEEXRMS

fabs Pn Ci T G, WUE
Pn 1 -0.151 0.492" 0.654" —0.009
Ci 1 -0.371" -0.130 —0.059
T 1 0.345 -0.567""
G; 1 -0.181

WUE 1

FE: THE 0.01 ACFCRIN) L RAEAESE, HE 0.05 AT (L) L EH K

3.2. JtME R HIZE R AFAESHEF LB
3.2.1. MFRARBLLIAN R B S TR

DI N P28 S T RO S R B O o SR T AL B R, XD AR AT LR SR
T AN )R LD AN 06 A 5 5O IRGR 2 A 158 R AT, A IREERT 0.98, 45
2 s e ANFIHER L RS 6~9 KM ph 2622 ds — 2, @t Gl R EEE LR I Iz @E i, &
JE TSR IR AR e AR AE 6~9 A TR, ERARE.
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Figure 2. Light response curve fitting effect of Pinus koraiensis

B 2. LIARENa R ISR

3.2.2. NEFGRAMRIEME ML IFHESHEFMLE

ARG LT AR e B R R IE S 8022 7 AR 4 ARG SR FE L Py S0 1 522256 BTHE N FEM)
FENAS, 75 8 Ak B KB - 6~9 H A0 iR iR AE HL LKA Prmax 2390 o TR S FE HE 4.06%.4.14%..6.32%
11.07%, Z 5t (RS S FE L LSP 76 6~9 A4 28 BTG FREIMET2ha, mifgihieih LSP
oy Al AR 2.97%. 0.35%. 4.81%. 0.29%, AN[EHE4RIAITC R & 25 (KRS miEfith LCP
1E 6~9 A 25k bIHE FREMZETENA, AEIEKINICEE 2R MRS S hoRe g iR s 28 L 44
EEEARENDE, @R IEOE R 6 A6 TIRER L 2.11%, HZEREE, 1£8 Ah
AR 19.57%, Z R RWE TR A B RERIZENEIE, iR 2 R0
BT RCRAE 6 A1 8 H iy TR, HZER B

AR, AN E A LLRA G RERHIE S HOEAT 07 Z2 00 b, R 5. NEIRLIAA[A] Ry 7 57
3, Pumaxs LSP. LCP. AQE ZRIJARE; ANEHMLIE Pomaxs LCP LSP. AQE. Rq¥JZ FK &
#, ULHAZEAT AR AN e A VR R Re i B3

<.

Table 4. Characteristic parameters of light response curve of Pinus koraiensis on different elevations

4. TFRIBIRLIARII N LA AES

ke A Prmax LSP LCP Rq AQE
% 3.28 +0.14a 1198.22 + 12.16a 4454 +2.48a 0.79 +0.09a 0.02 +0.00a
TR ° 3.41+0.10b 1233.56 + 16.86a 42.07 + 1.46a 0.81+£0.07b 0.03 £ 0.00b
% 4.06 +0.12a 1278.93 + 32.91a 57.45 + 3.54a 0.98 +0.09a 0.02 +0.00a
[z ! 4.23+0.10b 1282.44 + 22.26a 50.62 + 7.43a 1.00 +0.07a 0.03 +0.00a
(SEZ74 5.63+0.11a 1412.73 + 47.02a 70.14 £ 5.50a 0.86 £0.01a 0.01 +0.00a
TR ° 5.98 +0.09b 1480.72 + 22,59 61.81+1.78a 1.03 £0.07b 0.02 £ 0.00b
ik 3.80 +0.08a 1327.48 +29.43a 43.48 + 1.44a 1.20 £0.10a 0.04 £ 0.01a
R ° 4.22 +0.09b 1331.33 +50.7% 43.07 +1.34a 1.34+0.02a 0.05 + 0.00a

T KGFRERIRIE 001 /KF L ZESR, NS FREFIRTE 0.05 KF LIZESR
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Table 5. Variance analysis of characteristic parameters of light response curve of Pinus koraiensis on different elevations
2 5. FNEIFRAMR MR FES A E N

Al FHESH V5 df oyl F B
Prmax 0.807 1 0.807 0.954 0.339
LcP 0.15 1 0.150 0.001 0.97
NGz LSP 3814.63 1 3814.626 0.32 0.58
AQE 0.00 1 0.000 2.552 0.12
Rq 0.2 1 0.200 5217 0.03
Prmax 18.357 3 6.119 114.189™ 0.00
LCP 1842.97 3 614.323 25.082" 0.00
J=EA LSP 229353.90 3 76,451.310 41.731™ 0.00
AQE 0.00 3 0.001 28.328" 0.00
Ry 0.71 3 0.235 14.023" 0.00

FE: THE 0.01 P ORI B2 SR, THE 0.05 AT ORI EXE R EE

3.2.3. MR phE4H S Ba R X 1 S
LTRSS 28R S 502 1A AR S T W22 6. 25 HHK ], Ponax 5 LSP & LCP ¥4 2 4 55 2 1EAH
¥%; LCP 1 LSP £k &2 IEAIZE, 5 AQE MR EZ A%, AQE Ml Ry EME 3 IEM .

Table 6. Correlation analysis between various characteristic parameters of photosynthetic capacity

= 6. NN HHELFHES BRI XS4

Ei=1 Pomax Lep Lep Ry AQE
Prmax 1 0.840™ 0.786™ 0.153 —0.356
LSP 1 0.566™ 0.083 -0.231
LCP 1 0.283 -0.526"
Ry 1 0.587"
AQE 1

FE: THE 0.01 TR b B S, “FE 0.05 KT b B R

4. &R 5T

TR P AT AR G B R A B R R . SR LA GG Be ) RO EEIE B RE AL TIRIER
2R . EEARIAE LT LT :

FO G R HE R EYDCEERTRE, R ERERSIEY, REEZNENY, E
WA K FEL[23]. 6~9 H 1 mid I 40RA i e Gl R K e A il R m AR 20k, Ui A g b2
A B AR ED AR ST, XA ReE2 H TR ER A S, JelRaREEE g, {5 el 2 sE 2 1ok Re[11]
[12].

JEHFN R AR ) BE L MR Ak HAE SR T A 5 A CHIHIEL R o« A 0 M s RIS T AT A
W 2 T A ) v P S I S, U B SRR AR e S AR FH s AT A AR

Y R E TR AQY, B T HEYITE 55 Y 6M B He e I AL R 23, (E KR AE Y
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H A S9ERIRE 8GR [24], Rd 1 SHEYIAIMT 596 VEA S, Rd B UL WIS IR SRR, A LR AR
BAG, ARTHHIIRR. £ AQY KM RZWHEL T, Bk 6 sk, ik ks Ry IR TR AL
B, R iR 2R I R PR AE P R (R e A 1 e

E&WmE

2K B AR R G i I H (41275154); SRR Bpk Tolk 2 RiFHE 1K1 (s9zjQ2015006; sgzjY2018001);

ORI AR B E LR E1(2015-02SCZ); BRI 4 H ARl =34 Tt Bh I H (LH2020C104) .
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